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May 9, 2003
Marlene H. Dortch
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12" St., SW
Washington, DC 20554
RE: Motion to Withdraw Petition for Waiver of NANPA’s Denial of
Choice One’s Request for 1,000 Numbers (One One-Thousand
Blocks) to Meet a Specific Customer Need
Dear Ms. Dortch:
Enclosed please find a motion by U.S. Xchange of Indiana L.L.C. d/b/a Choice
One Communications and its parent, Choice One Communications Inc., to Withdraw
Petition for Waiver of NANPA’s Denial of Choice One’s Request for 1,000 Numbers
(One One-Thousand Blocks) to Meet a Specific Customer Need.

If you have any questions regarding this Petition, please do not hesitate to contact

Elizabeth McDonald at 585.697.7972.
Sincerely,

Christopher Hanifi

Enc.
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MOTION BY U.S. XCHANGE OF INDIANA L.L.C. D/B/A CHOICE ONE
COMMUNICATIONS AND ITS PARENT, CHOICE ONE COMMUNICATIONS
INC., TO WITHDRAW PETITION FOR WAIVER OF NANPA’S DENIAL OF
REQUEST FOR 1,000 NUMBERS (ONE ONE-THOUSAND BLOCKS) TO MEET
A SPECIFIC CUSTOMER NEED

Choice One Communications Inc. and US Xchange of Indiana, L.L..C. d/b/a
Choice One Communications (“Choice One”) hereby submits this to withdraw its
Petition for Waiver of NANPA’s Denial of Choice One’s Request for 1,000 Numbers
(One One-Thousand Blocks) to Meet a Specific Customer Need (“Motion™).

Previously, on February 18, 2003, Choice One submitted its initial request to the
Federal Communications Commission (“Commission™). In that request, Choice One
asked the Commission issue a waiver of NANPA’s (i.e., “NeuStar” or “Pooling
Administrator”) decision to deny Choice One’s request for a new exchange code of 1,000
numbers (one one-thousand blocks) to meet the specific needs of a customer requesting
additional numbering resources. Choice One takes such action pursuant to Federal
Communications Commission (“FCC”) rules (47 C.F.R. 52.15(g)(3)(iv}).

Choice One initially submitted its February 18, 2003 request because the Indiana
Utility Regulatory Commission (“IURC”) indicated that it would not address or approve
our request and that Choice One needed Commission approval. Since that decision, the
IRUC has indicated that it will address Choice One’s request. To this end, Choice One

seeks to withdraw this Petition.

Very t yours,

Christopher Hanifin
Choice One Communi
100 Chestnut Street
Rochester, New York 14604




